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REMARKS 

Upon entry of the present Amendment-B the claims in the application are claims 1-16, of 

which claims 1 and 3 are independent 

Claim 3 is rewritten in independent form, including aU of the limitations of claim 1 from 
which it formerly depended, while new clauns 8-16 are added which further define aspects of the 

invention of claims 1 and 3. 

Applicant respectfully submits that all of the above amendments are fuUy supported by 
the original appUcadon. Applicant also respeotfally submits that tiie above amendments do not 
introduce any new matter into the application. 

AMowablc Subject Matter 

Additionally, applicant gratefiilly acknowledges the Examiner's indication that claims 3-7 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claim, as set forth at item 3 of the Office Action. In light of the above 
amendment to claim 3, it is believed that claims 3-9 are in allowable form, noting tiiat claims 4-9 
all depend firom claim 3, directly or indirectly. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC 102 
At item 2 of the Office Action, tiie Examiner has rejected claims 1 and 2 under 35 USC 
102(b) as being anticipated by Sakai et al (US 6,253,133). With respect to claim 1, it is the 
Examiner's position that Sakai discloses a side airbag unit, a posture detector which determines the 
posture of the occupant, a weight detector which measures the weight of the occupant, and a 
deployment controller which controls deployment of the airbag 21 based on the posture and weight 
of the occupant With respect to claim 2. it is the Examiner's position that Sakai discloses the 
deployment controller 1 1 permitting deployment of the airbag irrespective of the occupant when the 
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weight measuied by the weight detector exceeds a threshold value. 
Applicant's Response 

Upon careful consideration applicant respectfully traverses such rejection, and submits 
that claims 1 -2 arc clearly patentably distinct over Sakai, since the reference does not disclose (or 
suggest) all of the features required therein. Specifically, Sakai does not disclose a weight detector 
which "measures a weight' ofthe occupant, as recited in claim 1. Instead, Sakai discloses a sitting 
state sensor S Wse ^vhich provides an OM or OFF signal to indicate the presence or absence of m 
occupant on the seat cushion SEc (col. 9 lines 1-15). This is accomplished using a sensor 
comprising paraUel foil plates separated by a perforated spacer sheet When sufficient weight is 
applied to the sensor, the foil plates are compressed into mutual contect through the perforations of 
the sheet, closing the switch. When the weight is removed, the foil plates separate due to resUient 
properties, opening ihe switch. Thus, Sakai merely senses the presence of an occupant, but does not 
measure the weight of the occupant as recited in tiie claim. As more fully discussed in the 
specification, a strain gauge system may be used within the seat support mechanism which allows 
the weight of the occupant to be measured. Based on the discussed feature, appUcant's control 
system can advantageously distinguish between light and heavy occupanls, categorizes the 
measured weight, and controls the discharge of the airbag based in part upon Ihc weight category. 

Further, applicant respectfully submits that Sakai's system does not compare the output 
fiom the weight sensor to a threshold value. Rather, Sakai discloses a measurement device, an 
antemia electrode (ATs) in the seat back (SEb) which senses the proximity of a trunk portion of an 
occupant. The output fiom the antema electrode ATs is a digital^nveited voltage related to the 
oscillation irequency of the antemia electrode ATs, referred to as the oscillation fiequency data Ds. 
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compared to a 
to the claimed invention 



other matters 



Klaive to etaims 1-2 m ai»>B«d above. 

■ w=.claimsS.16«bcUcv«.»*.-low*toov«d>c,efec««of«.o.lbascdon*. 

. ^ »>i««tTi<» merits ofthe additional fbattires set fordi in 
merits of claims 1 and 3 discussed above, and on the ments oftne 

these claims. 

Conclusion 

.eo.c.uMo.appU«n.h»ovc^.bcB— s„Jcc.onofo«...-.-ap™s«- 

^ appUcatfon is bcU«=d » b= in condition to allo«««. and . notice ,0 tius 

effect is eameslly solicited- 

„^ Exan-ine, is fui., convinced of a„ of the clain-s now in application. 

^Ucan.^spcctMly^-*-'^^'-^"'--*"'^*""'^'^'""^ 
^ptcscntaivc to cxpcdUionaly resolve prosecution of the ^^Ucadon. 
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Favorable considetatiou is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully subroitted. 
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